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I would be very interested in making a brief presentetion (no more than
»/2

hour) about a possible regulaticn covering bar coeding in the medical
device

industry on July 26th.

As 2 mid-sized medical device manufacturer that strives to be current
with
trenas in the wndustry, we have been bar coding at the case level since
rid-198% to virtually no use in anticipation of bar coding finally
"coming
of age". We are very concerned that there will be a push to do bar
ccding
at the each level which will incur substantial additional costs for the
supplier with modest, if any internal commercial applications and
virtually
no penefit for patients. We would enccurage that if the industry is
serious
akout bar coding, that the regulation cover the entire supply chain.
There
is real advantage to doing bar coding...that's obvious. But, without
the
articapation of all levels of the supply chain, we can't see benefits
L1sing for patients.

A worthwile analcgy for what needs to happen is the retail industry and
Wal-Mart or the auto industry and parts suppliers. When the end of the
cupply chain, i.e. Wal-Mart and the car companies, declared that all

their

suppliers must bar code to be a supplier, the supply chain fell in line
very

guicky, bar coding at the case. Now, the hospital "industry"” is not go
well

orgenized as Wal-Mart or the major car companies. But, if there were a
reguirement that they utilize bar coding, then that would force all
partic.pants in the supply chain to do bar coding where it will actually
be

utiiizea, By all participants, I mean device manufacturers and
suppliers

as well all distributors.

It is clear that bar coding at the unit of use level can bring
significant

benefits to patient safety. I don't think that is in dispute. The
ongoing

issue with bax coaing at the each level, even the case level, has been
its

implementation which has been discussed for nearly 20 years. So, the
real

messace 1s that the regulation must be comprehensive for the supply
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hank you for considering this topic for the agerda.

Vaughan Hennum, Vice President, Infeormation Services, Portex
Inc.
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